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UNITED STATES DI
Fourth Division - Dist

JNITED STATES OF AMERICA

SARLOS VIGNALL JR,
Defendant.

JUDGMENT IN A CR
(For Offenses Committed On or

The defendant, CARLOS VIGNALI, JR., was represen

The defendant was found gullty on counts 1, 16 and 3
uilty. Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such ¢

ltle & Section ——Nature of Offenga
‘Isc 848 Conspliringto Distribute Cocalne
JSC 1852(b) Using Facliities In Interstete Cornmerce With the |

Promote A Buslness Enterprise involving Narcoti
lNlegal Use of Communication Facliity to Facilitat
of a Controlled Substance

1 USC 843(b)

As pronounced on July 17, 1995, the defendant is s
udgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentenc

it is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United
, 16 and 34 of the superseding indictment, which shall be du

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the Ut
f any change of name, resldence, or malling address until all
nposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Dated: July 17, 1985

T ——, ) S —————————
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"RICT COURT
':t of Minnesota

se Number CR 4-93-166(9)

JINAL CASE
or November 1, 1987)

by Daniel G. Davis and Ronald I, Meshbesher.

ibf the superseding Indictment after a plea of not
lints, involving the following offense(s):

Date Offense Count

| 1

htto 16
34

5 Commlsslon

. nced as provided in pages 2 through 4 of this
4§ Reform Act of 1984,
g

i'es a special assessment of $ 150.00, for counts
1 imediately.

!

i
{&d States Attorney for this district within 30 days
%s, restitution, costs, and special assessments
{
L

o

k
%avld S. Doty
glnited States District Judge

3
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T

" 4ant: CARLOS VIGNALI, JR,
Adumber: CR 4-93-166(9)
IMPRISON

"he defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Unit

71 months under Count 1, 3 concurrent sentence of 60 mo
ths under Count 34.

he Court makes the following recommendations to the Bure
yo¢, California.

he defendant is remanded to the custody of the United State

RETURN
jave executed this Judgment as follows:

i

!
|
I
|

i Judgment--Page 2 of 4

U

|
Ftates Bureau of Prisons to be Imprisoned for a term
S under Count 18 and a concurrent sentence of 48

i
{
.

i
|
H
i
|

Eof Prisons: That the defendant be incarcerated at
!

efendant dellvered on to

yith a certifled copy of this Judgment.

United States Marshal

Deputy Marshal

e 1T LT Y oMt TAnT? o Ut



15 S (Rev, 4/80) Sheet 3 - Supervised Rel~ase

.

santt CARLOS VIGNALL JR.
s Number: CR 4-93-166(9)

SUPERVISED R :

Jpon release from Imprisonment, the defendant shall be on g
acurrent term of 3 years under Count 16; and a concurrent

vhile on supervised release, the defendant shall not commif
ess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard ct
w); and shall comply with the following additional conditions

‘ ordered to the custody of the Bureau of Prisons, the defendz
-e defendant is released within 72 hours of release from the

ks § S

" this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, cost
upervised release that the defendant pay any such fine, ass
1e commencement of the term of supervised release.

‘he defendant shall not own or possess a firearm or destruct

o defendant shall, at the direction of the U.S. Probation O
_ .hat office for urinalysls testing and treatment of chemical

STANDARD CONDITIONS C

Ihlle the defendantls on supervisedrelease pursuantte thls Judgment:

he defendantshall not leave the judicial district without the permissionof the
he defendantshall reportto the probationofficer es directed by the courtor prat
ithin the first five days of each month.
he defendantshall answer truthfully all Inquirles by the probstion officer and f
he defendantshsll support his or her dependentsand meet other family resp
ne defendant shall work regulary st a lewful occupation unless excused b l
‘asons.

ne defendantshall notify the probation officer within seventy-twohours of any
e defendant shall refrain from excesslve use of alcohol and shall not pure
sntrolled substance, or any peraphernsiiarelatedto such substances. %

-

S

se defendantshall net frequent places where controlled substancesare llleg
~e defendantshall not assoclste with any personsengagedin criminelactivity
anted permlssionto do so by the probation officer.
~e defendantshall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at H
sservedin plain view by the probation officer. %
~e defendantshall nctify the probation officer within seventy-twohours of belr
e defendantshall not enter into any agreementto act as an Informer or 2 spe
e court,
Yirectsd by the probation officer, the defendantshall notify third partles of rl

onal history or characteristics,and shall permit the probation officer to maké
ich netificationrequirement.

B+ )

)~ |-

i

‘ Judgment--Page 3 of 4
|

lervised release for a term of 5 years under Count 1;
! of 1 year under Count 34,
other federal, state, or local crime; shall not illegally

litlons that have been adopted by this court (set forth
1

i
;shall reportin person to the probation office in which
stody of the Bureau of Prisons.
:
i

r restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of
sments, costs, and restitution that remaln unpald at

E, participate In and complete a program approved
endency.

SUPERVISION

rtor probation officer.
llonofficer and shall submiit a truthful and complete written report

the instructlons of the probation officer.
biltles.
»b probation officer for schooling, raining, or other acceptable
i
ange Ih residence or employment.
%\3, possess, use, distribute or administer any narcotic or other

old, used, distributed, or administered.
ishaﬂ not assoclatewlth any personconviciedof a felony unless

5 or eisewhere and shall permit conflscationof sny contraband
b

!

Yirested or questionedby a law enforcementofiicer.,

?agent of a law enforcermnentagency without the permlssionof

i!hat rmay be oceaslonedby the defendant'seriminal record or
th notificationsand to confirm the defendant’'scompllancewith

|
|
|
i
|
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5 S (Rev. 4/90) Sheet 7 - Statementof P'asons

.ant; CARLOS VIGNALI, JR.
Number: CR 4-93-166(9)

STATEMENT OF R

he court adopts the factual findings and guideline applicatio

eline Range Determined by the Court:
Offense Level:

inal History Category:

sonment Range:

rvised Release Range:

Range:

tution:

t
he fine Is walved or is below the guideline range because of th
)ending Incarceration. Defendant will not be ordered to pay t

he sentence is within the guideline range, that range excesd
4

1ng reasons: Defendant’s offense level was not adjusted bas
> tends to make him more culpable and warrants a sentenc

e

34

I |
151 months to 1 1
At least 5 years

$ 250,000t $ 4t
$ N/A

Judgment--Page 4 of 4

ASONS

i

| the presentence report except see attachment.

|
i
i
|
i

l}'nonths

oo
|

i
1.

1A

efendant's inabllity to pay due to his lack of assels
ic:osts of his incarceration or supervised release.
\
i 24 months, and the sentence Is imposed for the
| on his role in the offense, his role as a suppller of
n the upper end of the guideline range.
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I. FINDINGS OF FACT '
The court adopts the factual stftements contained in the PSR
as to which there is no cbjection. Ddgendant objects to paragraphs
42 and 68 of the PSR. i
Paragraph 42 states that Dale ﬁ.ans made arrangements with
Jonathan Gray and defendant to have|llf package of cocaine sent to

Todd Hopson's relative at 4646 Penk gl in Eagan, Minnesota. Evans
testified about defendant's partiﬂiyation in the +transaction.
Defendant contends the testimony glill Evans is not reliable and
therefore is insufficient to supportjithe finding contained in the
PSR. The evidence at trial also iﬁm;uded conversations between
Evans and defendant which were inte#ggpted by a wiretap. Evans'
testimony concerning defendant's invqﬁyement in the transaction is
corroborated by a series of conversa lins which occurred on October
20 and 21, 1993. The court find(“;he testimony of Evans, as
corroborated by other evidence, Hi sufficiently credible to
establish that defendant was a knowiilj and willing participant in
the shipment of cocaine to Minnesotaifin October 20, 1993.

Paragraph 68 states that in latf October Hopson traveled to
california and Evans arranged for Hopsin tc purchase 3 kilograms of’
cocajine from Vignali. The informatighjlin paragraph 68 is based on
Evans' testimony at trial. There ar%‘mo taped conversations that
correspond with the cocaine deal Evgllis said he arranged between
Hopson and Vignali. The transactifih was corroborated by the
testimony of Ronald Nunn who, alt ﬁ&gh not present during the
actual deal, traveled te California %&h Hopson and received some
of the drugs back in Minnesota. The «Tyrt finds that the testimony
of Evans, as corroborated by Nunn, s sufficiently credible to
establish that defendant participatpl in the drug transaction
described in paragraph 68 of the PSRVi

It is proper to note that in fingﬁng the evidence suffices to
show that defendant participated in e transactions described in
paragraphs 42 and 68, the court has nwﬂgyet addressed the amount of

cocaine attributable to defendant by}f%y of those transactions.

Y e
— 1
Sors T

ITI. APPLICATION OF GUIDELINEB TO «“'l[-

The court adopts the guideline %Pculations contained in the
PSR as to which there is no objecti»#; A gquestion of guideline
application has arisen with respect toﬂﬁhe conclusions contained in
paragraphs 105, 109 and 112 of the 'ﬂ,. The court resolves the
questions as follows: ‘
l. guantity of Drugs

Defendant cbjects to the calcula

lbn of the base offense level

in paragraph 109 of the PSR. Pa mﬁraph 109 holds defendant
responsible for conspiring to disrﬁibute between 15 and 50
kilograms of cocaine. Based on thattﬂwantity of cocaine the base
offense level is 34. Defendant arguﬁﬂithat the drug calculation
contained in the PSR is based on thrhhnreliable and unsupported
testimony of Evans. Defendant contffids the amount of cocaine
attributable to him is between 5 and 1% kilograms and, therefore,

his base offense level is 32. The giivernment responds that the
evidence is sufficient to hold deﬁﬁﬁdant accountable for the
distribution of at least 15 but [gss than 50 kilograms of
cocaine. r

P B2 UL R & a Yo b B o RS (B 1)




pefendant contends that he shoyjl not be held accountable for
the six kilograms of cocaine 1nvochﬂ-in the transaction described
in Count 10 of the indictment. Defefjilant claims that the evidence
fails to show that he knowingly part ﬁipated,in the transaction and
points out that the jury acgquitted dlm on Count 10. It is well
established that a verdict of acquid%$1 only demonstrates lack of
proof beyond a reasonable doubt and ﬁﬂbs not necessarily establish
innocence of the crime charged. Udjfed States v. Olderbak, 961
F.2d 756, 764 (8th cir. 19352). The|ﬁ¢cts underlying an acquittal
may be concsidered by the court for Aﬁntencing purposes when those
facts appear to be sufficiently relisgfle. Id. The court finds the
testimony of Evans to be sufficient&h credible to establish that

defendant was a knowing and willing rikticipant in the shipment of

cocaine to Minnesota on October 20'§ﬁ 93.

Under the Guidelines, a defenﬂﬁﬁt‘s base offense level for
drug-related crimes is calculated prording to the quantity of
controlled substance attributable tojjthe defendant. § 2Dl1.1. The
amount of drugs attributable to the ddffendant is a question of fact
committed to the district court. 'ecause the government only
seized one shipment of cocaine, th%}court must approximate the
amount of drugs attributable to defefiidant. The government relies
on Evans' testimony to establish thgdmount of drugs attributable
to defendant. 1K

Evans testified that he met w”nali through Jonathan Gray
sometime in 1993. Pvans said he diiflained cocaine from Gray in
1993; Evans believed that Gray Obta.‘ d the cocaine from Vignali.
Evans also said that Vignali may ppve been the source of two
packages of cocaine sent to Minneggta in October 1993. The
packages arrived in Minnesota on Oc‘1ier 21 and October 28, 1993.
The second package was seized by la&ibnforcement authorities and
was found to contain 6 Xkilograms gag cocaine. At trial Evans
testified that the first package allkb contained 6 kilograms of
cocaine. On at least two other occ:?&ons, however, Evans stated
the package contained only 4 kilo «ﬁ¢s of cocaine. Evans also
testified that Todd Hopsoh travelgbf t+o California and Evans
arranged for Hopson to purchase 3 kilpfyrams of cocaine from Vignali
for $70,000. In an interview with fgfleral agents, hovever, Evans
caid that Hopson bought 2 kilogramsyqrom Vignali for $36,000 to

38,000. K
338 Defense counsel ably illuminateH] the inconsistent statements
made by Evans during a lengthy and thwﬁéugh cross—-examination. The
court has already found that, on balatifte, the testimony of Evans to
pe sufficiently credible to establisllfithat defendant was a knowing
participant in the distribution of d@eaine. With respect to the
guantity of drugs, however, the tesfliimony of Evans has not been
chown to be as reliable. Evans aiqﬂtted at trial that he had
1ittle independent recollection of parfiicular drug transactions and
that his memory was refreshed by ¢ ﬁ&ersations captured on the
wiretap. The conversations, however,|fprovide little corroboration
as to the guantity of drugs involvecﬂ;n particular transactions.
There are no drug notes or other reﬁﬁrds to offer any guidance.
After reviewing all of the evidenck: concerning the amount of

-

2
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cocalne distributed by defendant, t
may properly be held accountable for|
and 15 kilograms of cocaine. Accordj
the appropriate base offense level
in paragraph 109 of the PSR.
2. obstruction of Justice
Defendant objects to paragraph
his offense level by 2 points for ob
3C1.1 of the Guidelines provides foy
defendant willfully obstructed or im
or impede, the administration of jus
prosecution, or sentencing of the ing|
that the enhancement was applled bec
the defendant committed perjury at tf
conclusion fails to support an enha
the reason set forth in the PSR is d¢
the enhancement was correctly applidq
It is well established that a
enhanced if the court finds he commit
not sufficient to enhance a sentendd
testifies in his own behalf and the ]
the court itself must find that the
In deciding the issue of perjury, the
testimony in a light most favorable
this standard, it is clear that defey]

At trial Vignali acknowledged thl

maintained that he never discussed.
Vignali said Gray approached him aboulfs
a business deal with professional by
with Evans and Vignali agreed on twd

Vignali denied knowingly participating

Vignali claimed that his statements
designed to get back money he loaned

After reviewing all of the ev]

in the distribution
testimony, the court finds that der
denying any knowing involvement in
court's view, defendant gave knowing
when he testlf;ed. he was not invo
cocaine. The court concludes that p
an enhancement for obstruction of
perjury at trial.
3. Role in the oOffense
Defendant objects

involvement

to

of the conspiracy charged in the
§ 3Bl.1(c) of the Guidelines, adds 2
The PSR states the enhancement is
"supplied Gerald Williams and Todd H
cocaine in Minnesota."

Guidelines. In determining whethe

3

= )

ld

paragra
characterizes him as an "organizer, 1le¢

The governne
offense level was properly Ilncreasg

el e

court finds that defendant
me distribution of between 5
ly, the court concludes that

iﬁ 32 rather than 34 as stated

K|
4
3

5 of the PSR which increases
ction of justice. Section
jja 2 point increase "[i]f the
my ed or attempted to obstruct
!u e during the investigation,
bant offense." The PSR states
ge "[t]he government advised
fial. Defendant claims that
bment under § 3C1l.1. While
iczent the court finds that
iin thls case.
iefendant s sentence may be
ed perjury at trial. It is
k‘js;unply because a defendant
wty disbelieves him. Rather,
d fendant committed perjury.
purt takes the alleged false
i the defendant. Even under
Hant committed perjury.
he knew Evans and Gray but
fug transactions with them.
roviding money to invest in
ketball players associated
'occa51ons in October 1993.
in any cocaine transactions.
;iforded on the wiretap were
tb Evans and Gray.
!qnce concerning defendant's
cocaine and defendant's
hdant committed perjury by
)b drug conspiracy. In the
Z false testimony at trial
d in the distribution of
égraph 105 properly applied
»%tice based on defendant's
1
|
| 112 of the PSR which
Qer manager, or supervisor"
dlctment and, pursuant to
vels to his offense level.
arranted because defendant
éon with multi-kilograms of
responds that defendant's
under § 3Bl.1(c) of the
lthe defendant deserves an

3
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r

enhancement under § 3B1. 1(c), the c-q(t examines the nature of his
role in the offense, the exercise of] ﬂ cision making authority, his
recruitment of accompliCes, the reg ’pt of a larger share of the
fruits of the crime, the extent of Q,g invelvement in planning or
organ121ng the offense, and ‘the nafilire and scope of the illegal
activity. Application Note 3, § 33} 1.

The application of § 3Bl 1 reeﬁgres some differentiation in
both the relative culpabilities a dll roles of part1c1pants in a
crime. To be an organizer,ﬁleade.qﬂmanager, or supervisor, the
defendant must have exercised some dwwree of control over others in
the conspiracy or organized others f¥it the purpose of carrying out
the crime. Defendant directly part ﬁ,pated in criminal activities
with Dale Evans, Jonathan Gray, Gexfid Williams and Todd Hopson.
Defendant did not recruit those perf %fs to the conspiracy and the
evidence fails to establish that d!h.ndant exercised any control

N
Vi
i

over them. Rather, the evidence ah%gests that Evans exercised
authority over defendant. i

The government contends that d-ubndant controlled the amount
of cocaine to be shipped, exercised g‘c151on making authority over
the price and quantity of codaine J shared a large part of the
fruits of the criminal conspiracy. » evidence, however, does not
support those contentions. : The ﬁidence fails to show that
defendant organized or led others involved in the conspiracy.
While defendant participated. in s-wming packages of cocaine to
Minnesota there is no evidence to su-m-st that he orchestrated the
shipments. There is evidence that i“fendant may have decided to
guit fronting cocaine to Gerald willﬁ_ s. The court considers the
evidence ambiguocus, however, as to.¥lgéther defendant or Evans had
the authority to make that decision |i

The court finds that the evidern %j does not support a 2 level
enhancement based on the role'defen-'ﬁt played in the conspiracy.
The evidence fails to establish tha %defendant exercised control

!!n’.!'...'-_!."-}!!‘.'_'

over others in the conspiracy or ordi@lized others for the purpose
of carrying out the crime. According ; the court concludes that
paragraph 112 of the PSR errcneously|f ded 2 levels to defendant!'s
offense level under § 3Bl.1l(c). ;

ety ot " g 12417 AU TANZ-RP-MHL



REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT
ON PROPOSED DENIAL OF EXECUTIVE CLEMENCY FOR

CARLOS ANIBAL VIGNALL JR.

Offense: Conspiracy to distribute cocaine; using facilities in
interstate commerce with intent to promote a
business enterprise involving narcotics; illegal use
of communication facility to facilitate commission
of a controlled substance offense.

Sentence: 175 months’ imprisonment; five years’ supervised
release.

Date: July 17, 1995.

District: Minnesota.

Relief sought: Commutation.

Summary of essential facts:

..

From the mid-1980's to November 1993, Gerald Williams operate

crack cocaine distribution

William Salies OIigTEN “gig{l?_,gﬂle% B

, Q%ﬁ'ﬁ%ﬁth vﬁretappmg}f;;nve?f?gét?%ﬁf\%vﬁﬁﬁ1trcepted conversations among
petitioner, Evans, Williams, and others, discussing shipments of cocaine to Minnesota. One of
those shipments, which contained six kilograms of the ...~ ,, was intercepted by postal inspectors
in October 1993. During that same month, petitioner also sold three kilograms of cocaine to

another major Minnesota distributor, Todd Hopson, who cooked the powder into crack for sale.

In December 1993, the government filed a 34-count superseding indictment, charging
petitioner and 30 codefendants with various offenses in connection with the trafficking
conspiracy. Petitioner was the sole Hispanic defendant; all of the others were African-
American,' Most pleaded guilty; only petitioner and three others went to trial. The jury
convicted petitioner of conspiracy and two substantive counts, while acquitting him of a third
substantive count. ‘

'Petitioner’s defense counsel used this fact to argue his client’s innocence to the jury, characterizing the
case as involving a “black drug dealing network,” and emphasizing that petitioner was not black.

I

EXHIBIT

4




The Eighth Circuit affirmed petitioner’s conviction, rejecting inter alia petitioner’s
claims of improper joinder and “youching” by the prosec+:tion for the credibility of its witnesses.
The appellate court agreed with the district court that “the™ was considerable evidence of
Vignali’s guilt.” Petitioner then filed a motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 2255, collaterally attacking
his conviction on the grounds of ineffective assistance of counsel, which was denied by the
district court. The Eighth Circuit refused his request for a certificate of appealability of the

court’s ruling.

Grounds for clemency:

Now 28 years old and projected for release in A -~ .2007, petitioner seeks clemency
primarily on the grounds of innocence, maintaining that . » $25,000 loan to a friend was
misconstrued as a drug deal. He argues that he was convicted solely on the basis of
“misinterpreted” recorded telephone conversations and the “highly rewarded” testimony of a co-
conspirator. He also complains that he had no prior contact with the state of Minnesota and that
he was acquainted with only two of his 29 co-defendants. Finally, he contends that the 175-
month sentence “for a 21 year old, first time, nonviolent offender with no significant prior record
is unwarranted.”

Two United States congressmen from California have expressed interest in petitioner’s
case. Congressman Estaban E. Torres wrote in support of clemency for petitioner on the grounds
he had “‘no prior criminal record” and that the government had failed to prove its case:

petitioner did not disclose these arrests on his commutatic 1 petition, although the application form
requires such disclosure.

3t should be noted that petitioner was 24 years old at scntencing and 22 years old at the time of most of the
conduct for which he was convicted.

CLINTON LIBRARY
PHOTOCOPY



S

Neither drugs nor drug money Was found in Carlos’s possession. Carlos had
simply Joaned money to a friend, who happened to be involved in the sale of
narcotics. At trial, the evidence offered against Carlos was misinterpreted
telephone recordings between Carlos and his friend and the testimony of another
alleged co-conspirator, who had negotiated a reduced sentence in exchange for his

testimony.

Congressman Xavier Becerra telephoned the Office of the Pardon Attorney in connection
with petitioner’s application and requested an explanation of clemency procedures. .

Official comments:

? L1 :;Eg@ noting
that petifr of the evidence

presented against him:

Th[e] testimony [of the cooperating coconspirators] was consistent and -
independently corroborated by the Title IIL wiretap intercep arch w
evidence and police surveillance e Be ATEREE

v

M. Jones noted that the two main cooperating coconspirators, Williams and Evans, received
sentences of 180 months and 95 months respectively. He concluded by stating:

dhe sentence imposed b cDo ‘ reflects the seriousness of the defendant’s
. role in a large scale narcotics conspiracy as the ¢} "mia source of cocaine to
W \(\q/ Evans, Williams, and Hopson. To my knowledg  /ignali has refused to accept
.\{y\'\! personal responsibility for his criminal activities and has never expressed sincere
\YUVQ ), remorse for his conduct. In light of the exacting standards generally applicable in
% pardon cases, this case does not warrant such a commutation.

D @\anﬁ@d;
. Reasons for denial:

In applying for clemency, petitioner has to a large degree merely recycled arguments
already rejected by the jury and the courts. He continues to deny his guilt, and his petition
contains misleading statements and misstatements of fact. As for his allegation that he has no
connection to Minnesota, the jury convicted him of the offense of supplying large quantities of
cocaine to distributors in that state. Moreover, his contention that his sentence is excessive fails
in light of the sentencing record, which establishes that the district court accorded him leniency
in refusing to adopt two enhancements recommended by the presentence report. For all these
reasons, | recommend that you deny his petition.

CLINTON LIBRARY
' PHOTOCQOPY



Respectfully submitted,
]70642) C. A drarran

Par- i~ Attorney

Date:

l ]\’Llo\
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- SRR ABY RAL PUBLIC SAFETY
WUNE: (916) 445-0703 C

STRICT OFFICE @EI Iffnm ‘};T.?Iggiglaturg Mih;gfsagpnmlons

0 NORTH AVENUE 56 ' INSURANCE
)S ANGELES, CA 50042 Lo ' LABOR
1ONE: (213) 255-7079 ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA - ’ REVENUE AND TAXATION

ASSEMBLYMEMBER, FORTY-FIFTH DISTRICT

May 24, 1996

Pardon Secretary
The White House A
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I am writing to ask you to consider the case of Mr. Carlos Vignali,
Jr. currently pending before the Eighth Circuit of the U.g. Court
of Appeals. _

}
After reviewing Mr. Vignali‘’g casé, I am convinced that he has been
falsely linked to a drug ring in Minneapolis, MN, and that his
conviction is a product of "guilt by association," among other
factors. Mr. Vignali's petition to the court also alleges several
crucial District Court errors which are pertinent to his case,
including exclusion of important evidence, an allegation of jury
misconduct and one of witness perjury.

Mr. Vignali has no prior criminal record nor has he previously been
suspected of illegal possession or sale of drugs. He is a hard-
working young man who has been employed with the family business
and is also part owner of a record production company . His
military academy schooling adds to his superior resumé.

In the interest of justice I urge you to give Mr. Vignali’s case
prompt and thorough consideration.

Thank you for your attention.

Very Truly

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA
Assemblymember, 45th District

urs,

ARV/jb

EXHIBIT
5
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Printed on Recycled Paper

PENGAD-Bayonne, W, J.



RICHARD ALATORRE

COUNCILMAN
FOURTEENTH DISTRICT

May 28, 1996

Pardon Secretary
The White House
Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I am requesting a presidential review and closer examination of the facts surrounding the case of
United States of America v. Carlos Vignali, Jr. This case is currently pending before the United
States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit.

Mr. Vignali is presently serving a 15 year sentence for his alleged involvement in a conspiracy to
sell narcotics along with other individuals with whom he was loosely connected. Prior to his
conviction, Mr. Vignali neither had a criminal record nor had been suspected of possessing or
selling illegal drugs. Considering these facts, it is difficult for me to understand why Mr. Vignali
received such an exorbitant sentence. It has been pointed out that this may have been due to the
fact that his case was grouped together with a much larger case involving the sale of drugs.
Others contend that it may have been because of his Latino background, which I hope is not the
case.

These circumstances notwithstanding, I understand that Mr. Vignali may not have been afforded
due process during his trial. I have learned there was potential juror misconduct and witness
perjury. Also, because hearsay was improperly admitted during the trial Mr. Vignali consequently
suffered from being associated with other people who were found guilty during the trial. For
these, as well as other compelling reasons, Mr. Vignali is appealing his case to a higher court.

I believe justice will be served by your careful evaluation of the facts of this case.

CLINTON LIBRARY
PHOTOCOPY

CITY HALL, 200 N. SPRING STREET, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 (213) 485-3335
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o S
e 0‘3)21’[21 Ie CRIMINAL PROCEDURE
- FINANCE, INVESTMENT AND
INTERNATIONAL TRADE
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

@a[ifnrnia ?ﬁggig[&iur‘e TRANSPORTATION

AR
AN X

CHAIR:
s;gg MCAzgg'gL. SENATOR DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS
ELECTIONS & REAPPORTIONMENT
ENTO. CA 95814
.g:'é: (gls)aas-zasés RICHARD G. POLANCO
FAX: (916) 2445-0413 TWENTY-SECOND SENATORIAL DISTRICT

DISTRICT OFFICE
X SOUTH SPRING STREET
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July 22, 1996

Pardon Secretary
The White House
Washington D.C. 20500 -

Dear Mr. Secretary:

['have reviewed the facts in the case of Carlos Vignali Jr., and in the interest of Jjustice |
forward this letter.

This matter is being appealed in the U.S. Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals. The appeal is
based on the issues of juror misconduct, improper jury instruction, witness perjury,
improper admission of hearsay evidence, improper exclusion of exculpatory evidence.

Mr. Vignali’s conviction was based on the allegation that he conspired with others to sell
and traffic drugs. His case was not individually tried before a jury of his peers.
Consequently, Mr. Vignali a 24 year old with no prior criminal record received a 15 year
sentence.

In the interest of justice I am asking that you carefully review Mr. Vignali’s case and give
this matter your every consideration. I believe justice will be served by your evaluation
of the facts of this case. Please feel free to contact me should you kave any questions.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Richard G. Polanco
State Senator, 22nd District

EXHIBIT
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Office of 1531 Los Angeles
Archdlocese of Los Angeles . the Archbishop West Ninth California
(213) 251-3288 Streer 90015-1194

July 26, 1996

Pardon Secretary
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I am writing in reference to the case of The United States of America v. Carlos
VIGNALIL Jr. '

g
Let me state at the outset that I have never met Mr. Carlos Vignali, Jr.,
personally, nor do I know his family personally.

However, I am well aware of the outstanding contributions which the Vignali
Family have made to all of Southern California over the years, and the great care
and concern which they have shown the community through their active
involvement in so many projects to better our greater community.

In addition, I know very well--and trust greatly--several of our local Legislators
who have already written to you. In particular, I have great respect for the
judgement and the leadership of Congressman Esteban E. Torres [34th District,
California], State Senator Richard G. Polanco [22nd Senatorial District,
California], Assemblymember Antonio R. Villaraigosa [45th Assembly District,
California], and Councilmember Richard Alatorre [14th District, City of Los
Angeles, California).

These outstanding Legislators have all reviewed this case very carefully, and each
one has concluded that the facts in this case merit a full evaluation and review of
the process of the case, the special circumstances involved, and the major sentence
imposed upon Carlos Vignali, Jr. ’

Based upon the recommendation of the four outstanding Legislators noted above,

I now wish to add my voice recommending that all of the process, the law, and the
facts in this case be reviewed fully to determine if justice has been achieved in the
case of Mr. Carlos Vignali, Jr.

8
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I am grateful to you for taking the time to review this case and to make certain
that complete and adequate justice has been rendered.

With kindest personal regards, I am

‘ erely youss, .
Ay
+
minence

Cardinal Roger Mahony
Archbishop of Los Angeles

]
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PHOTOCOPY



DEPUTY CEMOCRATIC Wiue ] TALHETON PPN
COMMITTEE ON 1344 RAYILIRN SaaUE OPPICE
APPROPRATIONS WASMNGTON, DC 208454434

MILTARY CONSTRUCTION

o T Cangress of the Hnited States sk
Rouse of Representatioes Ligeobae
Washington, DE 20550534 EH

3411 DisTRICT, CAUFORNIA DT t904
July 3, 199¢€

CLINTON LIBRARY
PHOTOCOPY

Honorable Janet Reno
Attorney General
Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Mg. Reno:

Recently, I had the opportunity to review the cage of Carlos
Vignali, Jr., a young man who has been convicted of drug possession
and the illegal sale of drug narcotics. Currently Mr. Vignali‘s
conviction is on appeal before the United Statea Court of Appeals
for the Bighth Circuit.

According to information I have reviewed, Mr. Vignali'’s conviction
was based on allegations that he conspired with other individuals
invelved in the selling and trafficking drugg. Because of this
alleged involvement, Mr. Vignali received a 15 year sgentence. Hisg
case was not individually tried before a jury of his peera.

Mr. Vignali is a 24 year old with no prior criminal record and he
has never been suspected of selling or trafficking narcotics. He is
a hard working individual who has been integral member of hig
family’s succesaful business and is a part owner of a record
production company.

His appeal before the Eighth Circuit is bagsed on the following
reasong: juror misconduct; improper jury instructione; witness
perjury; lmproper admission of hearsay evidence; improper ex¢lusion
of exculpatory evidence.

I am agking that you carefully review Mr. Vignali's case and give
this matter your every consideration. If you have any questions,
please feel free to contact me. Thank you for your kind attention
and I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

ESTEBAN E. TORRES
Member of Congress

REPRESENTING BASSETT, EAST LO4 ANGELES, HACIENDA HEIGHTS, INODUSTIY, LA PUENTE, LOA NIETOS, MONTERZLLO,
WWMPWMWSOUWWW&WAHMVWMOWR

THIS RTATIONERY PRINTRD ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED PREAS
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U. S. Department of Justice

Pardon Attorney

Wa.x?xingmn. D.C. 20530
OCT |4 es8

The Honorable Xavier Becerra
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Becerra:

This follows up our telephone conversation of October 13, 1998, duning which you asked
me to advise you of the procedures followed by the Office of the Pardon Attorney (OPA) in the
investigation and consideration of commutation petitions.

Commutation is a restricted form of clemency. It may reduce the number of years of a
sentence, frequently 1o time already served, or, in cases still subject to parole laws, accelerate a
petitioner’s eligibility for parole consideration. Commutation in no way implics forgiveness of
the underlying offense, but is simply a remission of some portion of the punishment. Eligibility
for commutation ordinarnily depends upon the unavailability of any other form of relief, such as
direct appeal or collateral attack.

In commutation cases, typically we obtain and review the presentence report, judgment,
most recent prison progress report, and the court decisions in the applicant’s case, if any. In
addition, in commutation cases raising a claim of illness, OPA requests that the Bureau of
Prisons send relevant medical information. If the case is determined to be wholly without merit,
no further investigation is undertaken and the case is reported to the White House in a summary
denial format.

If it is determined that further investigation is warranted, OPA refers the case to the
United States Attomey’s office for comment, and requests that the United States Attorney
contact the sentencing judge for his or her views. OPA may also solicit the views of the Bureau
of Prisons or the investigating agency, depending on the case. Afier all the comments are
received, we make the decision about whether to recommend for or against clemency, and write
the appropnate report. The recommendation goes to the Deputy Attorney General for his
approval before transmittal to the White House. '
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The rules governing clemency applications make no mention of the substantive criteria
used in the evaluation of a particular cascf, and historically there has been considerable reluctance
to articulate the basis on which clemency may be granted. Moreover, given the personal nature
of the presidential pardon power, its exercise varies from one President to another. Since the
granting of clemency is entirely discretionary with the President, he may decide 10 do so for any

reason or for no reason. There is no appeal from a clemency decision and, in modern times, the
reasons for a particular decision have genieraﬂy not been disclosed.

A commutation of sentence is usu!ally recommended only in exceptional circumstances,
such as unwarranted disparity or severity of sentence, the rendering of an important service to the
government not taken into account at sentencing, or terminal illness. Satisfactory prison
adjustment and other evidence of rehabilitation are important factors, but commutation is rarely
recommended on such grounds alone. Other relevant factors are the existence and nature of a
prior criminal record, the effect on the general ppblic of extending ciemency in a particular case,
and the existence of an adequate release plan. Since President Clinton has been in office, he has
granted clemency in only three commutation cases.

i 1 i

; ; - : i
I hope this letteE:r has been helpful. ] If1 cafn be of further assistance, pléase let me know.
! i !

| ; : )
Sincerely,

- Tse, € Wham.

|

i Roger C. Adams
. Pardon Attorney
|

i

MAYORKAS-00030



LWL LRE WTL YYAT D ANU M
SUBCOMMITTEE ON TRADE EAN

CAPIOL OFFCE
1119 LONGWORTH HOB
WASHINGTON, OC 20515 "

PHONE; (202) 2256235 LW
EAX: (202) 225-2202

1910 mg:tﬁ 1550 @Dllg‘feﬁﬁﬂf rbe @ﬁltED States
THouge of TRepregentatives

LOS ANGELES, CA BO026

PHONE: {213) 483-1425
XAVIER BECERRA

FAX: (213) 463-1428
30TH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA

* % % FAX COVERSHEET * % %

Number of Pages:__

(Including coversheet)

Date: 11/22/2000

TO: HONORABLE WILLIAM JEFEERSON CLINTON
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

"Of: 1B VHITE HOUSE

Fax # ~ _Phone #

I'rom: coscressMan XAVIER BECERRA
Office of Congressman Xavier Becerra

@ 213-483-1425

For Your Information __As Requested Other

Additionai Message:

If there are any problems in receiving this FAX, please contact
our office at 213-483—1425 Thank - You.

12

B PENGAD-Bayonne, H, 1.



CaPfTOL OFFICE " SUBCOMMITTEEONTRADE
1118 LONGWORTH HO8

WASHINGTON, DC 20515
PHONE: (202) 225-6235

FAX: (202) 225-2202

T v, ese0 Congress of the ?!Hnite:h States

e Aot Thouse of Representatives
FAX: (1) 4531 XAVIER BECERRA

30TH DisTRICT, CALIFORNIA

November 21, 2000

Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
President of the United States

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

As has been brought to your attention in the past, Mr. Carlos Vignali, Jr.
(#02786-112) and his family are seeking a commutation of his prison
sentence. Mr. Vignali has been in custody since 1994 and is currently serving
his14 year and 7 month prison term at Nellis Federal Prison Camp in Nevada.

M. Vignali’s parents are dear friends of mine and solid, upstanding members
of the Los Angeles community. They have made it their personal crusade to
clear their son’s record and bring him home. They believe their son to be
innocent and, in any case, feel strongly that he has paid his debt to society.

Many highly respected leaders in Los Angeles and nationwide have weighed
in on behalf of Mr. Vignali, including: His Eminence Cardinal Roger Mahony,
Archbishop of Los Angeles, Congressman Esteban E. Torres (retired),
California State Senator Richard G, Polanco, California Assemblymember
Antonio R. Villaraigosa, and Los Angeles City Councilmember Richard
Alatorre. I add my voice to those recommending a full evaluation of this case
to determine if justice has been achieved in the case of Mr. Vignali.

CLINTON LIBRARY
PHOTOCOPY



As you exercise the executive power to commute sentences, I understand that
a delicate balancing act must be undertaken. In the interest of redeeming the
life of a young man, I respectfully urge you to weigh a few factors in Mr.
Vignali’s favor. Prior to Mr. Vignali’s conviction, he had no criminal record
whatsoever. Although convicted of drug possession and the illegal sale of
drug narcotics, his parents remain highly disturbed by a variety of factors in
play at Carlos’ trial and believe that when Carlos loaned money to a friend he
unwittingly became connected with the convicted narcotics ring. It is my
understanding that neither drugs nor drug moriey was found in his
possession. Also, throughout Mr. Vignali’s sentence, he has conducted himself
as a model prisoner. If commutation is granted, Mr. Vignali would return
home to a safety net of family and community. members acutely interested
and engaged in his successful reentry as a productive member of society.

I respectfully urge you to take a thoughtful look at this case. The Vignali
family’s efforts deserve your careful consideration.

Thank you for your kind attention to this important matter.

Sincerely,

Member of Congress

CLINTON LIBRARY
PHOTOCOPY
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Honorable William Jefferson Climton Hand Delivered

President of the United States of America

The White Heuse
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

drugs nor drug money was found in Carlos’s possession. Carlos had simply loaned money to a
friend, who happened to be involved in the sale of narcotics. At trial, the evidence offered against
Carlos was misimerpreted telephone recordings between Carlos and his friend and the testimony
of another alleged co-conspirator, who had negotiated a reduced sentence in exchange for his

testimony .

Within the next two weeks, Carlos will file 3 Petition for Commutation of Sentence requeating his
semence be recduced to time served. | would eppreciste your careful review and immediate

consideration of approval of his petition,

Knowing Carlos, upon his release from custody, I am confident that he again will become a
productive member of our society. Thank you for your kind attention to this important msrer.

AL e

ESTEBAN E. TORRE
Member of Congress

Smcerely,

< EXHIBIT
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BRI L'UR

H. Carlos Vignali

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

9 December 2000

Hugh Rodham, Esq.

RODHAM & FINE, P.A.

633 Southeast 3" Avenue, Suite 4R
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

RE: TESTIMONIAL LETTERS FOR CARLOS A. VIGNALL JR.

Dear Hugh,

Pursuant to your conversation with Jaime Casso, 1 am enclosing the testimonial letters I
have been able to secure as of today. These letters are from some of the most respected
individuals in the State of California. They include the following:

e Second most powerful elected official in California,
Speaker of the Assembly Robert M. Hertzberg

e Senate Majority Leader and Chair of the Latino Legislative Caucus
Senator Richard Polanco A

e Prominent and long time Los Angeles City Coucilmember
Councilman Mike Hernandez

In addition to his previous letter, Congressman Xavier Becerra is willing to make any
telephone calls you deem appropriate, i.€., White House staff and/or Justice Department.

I am also in the process of obtaining testimonials from Cardinal Roger Mahoney and Los
Angeles County Sheriff Leroy D. Baca. As soon as these letters are received, they will

be sent to you immediately.

Your support and help for my son is greatly appreciated and will never be forgotten. If
you have any questions and/or comments, please call me any time.

Sincerely, :

. /
&7 )/' e
/ZZ/// e

/H. Caslos Vignali

HCV/lv

c James M. Casso, Esq.
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ROBERT M. HERTZBERG
SPEAKER OF THE ASSEMBLY

December 8, 2000

Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
President of the United States

The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

I respectfully request your approval of commuting the sentence of Carlos Vignali, Jr., (#02786-112), a native
Californian, who was convicted of drug possession and the illegal sale of narcotics in Minnesota Federal District
Court. Although Mr. Vignali was convicted, neither guns, drugs, nor drug money was found in Mr. Vignali’s
possession. Mr. Vignali, a 29 year old and father of a young son, has been in custody since 1994. Currently, he
is serving a 14 year 7 month, sentence at FPC Nellis, Nevada.

Throughout his incarceration, Mr. Vignali has been a model prisoner. When he received his General
Educational Development Program Diploma (GED) in 1996 while at FCI Florence, Colorado GED, he was
honored as the student of the year. He has a “zero™ Security Point Level and has maintained a clear record of
“no” Incident Reports. Because of his exemplary conduct and behavior, two years ago when Mr. Vignali was
transferred to FPC Nellis from FCI Safford, Arizona, the Bureau of Prisons placed him, without a security
escort, on a Greyhound bus destined. for Las Vegas, Nevada. Mr. Vignali, without a problem, arrived at FPC
Nellis at the appointed time. In short, the Bureau of Prisons entrusted him to arrive at FPC Nellis on his own,
and he fully complied.

In 1998, Mr. Vignali filed a Petition for Commutation of Sentence requesting his sentence be reduced to time
served. Your immediate approval of his petition is greatly appreciated. It is time to return Carlos Vignali to his

family and again, become a productive member of society.

Thank you for your kind attention to this matter and for your commendable services as our President over the
past eight years.

Very TrulyYoyrs,
~
Robert M. Hertzberg

RMH:cd
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December 6, 2000

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
President of the United States

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue

Washington DC 20050

RE: CARLOS A. VIGNALI Jr - ID No. 02786-112 — Commutation of
sentence

Dear President Clinton:

| am writing to you on behalf of the 23-member California Latino
Legislative Caucus regarding the case of Mr. Carlos A. Vignali Jr. Mr. Vignali
was convicted for drug possession and the illegal sale of narcotics in
Minnesota Federal District Court.

The Caucus respectfully requests you commute Mr. Vignali's sentence and
that he be released immediately.

We believe that Mr. Vignali was convicted despite the fact that the
criminal investigation did not reveal any guns, drugs, or illegal money in
Mr. Vignali's possession. Mr. Vignali was a 22-year-old investor and did not
have any contacts demonstrating his involvement in the sale or purchase
of drugs.

Mr. Vignali's character is evident in his behavior since conviction. He has
been a model prisoner, without any Incident Reports or Security Points.
He has completed the General Education Development Program and
received the GED Diploma at the FCi Florence, Colorado facility. He is
considered a model prisoner in the federal correctional system.
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- Given the facts of the case and Mr. Vignali's conduct during incarceration,
the Caucus has investigated the impact of Mr. Vignali's release. We are
convinced that Mr. Vignali will return to his family in southern California.
Mr. Vignali's family is a loving, embracing family and is committed to
supporting him. Mr. Vignali gives every indication that with his family's
support, he will become a productive, contributing member of society.

Mr. President, your power to grant clemency to Mr. Vignali will be an
appropriate and humane decision. Mr. Vignali has demonstrated his
remorse, his model conduct in prison demonstrates his commitment to
becoming a productive member of society, and his family has convinced
us of its commitment to assisting Mr. Vignali become a contributing
member of society. We appeal to you to exercise your power and
commute Mr. vignali's sentence.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

RICHARD G. POLANCO
Senate Majority Leader, and

Chair, Latino Legislative Caucus
RGP: sma
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COUNCILMEMBER 200 No. Main St.

City Hall East, Room 413

MIKE HERNANDEZ vy e, Sp 20012

(213) 485-8907 Fax

i e
irst Council District District Office

163 S. Ave. 24

Room 202

Los Angeles, CA 90031
(213) 485-0763 Phone
{213) 485-8908 Fax

December 4, 2000

Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
President of the United States
The White House Washington, D.C. 20500

Mr. President;

This letter is written in hopes that you would strongly consider commuting the sentence of Carlos
A. Vignali.Jr. (#02786-112), a native Californian who was convicted of drug possession and the
illegal sale of narcotics in Minnesota Federal Court. Although convicted, you will hopefully note, that
no evidence was presented that Mr. Vignali had any involvement with illegal narcotics prior to the
last three months leading up to his arrest.

Incarcerated since 1994, Mr. Vignali, now age 29 with a young son awaiting his father’s return, has
no doubt learned his lesson and has willfully accepted responsibility for his actions. This is apparent
in the fact that since his incarceration Mr. Vignali has remained a model prisoner. Indeed, he has
obtained his GED while incarcerated and did, in fact, earn Student of the Year honors in 1996 for his
efforts. Moreover, he has maintained clear conduct throughout his incarceration with absolutely no
incident reports. In spite of his conviction, Mr. Vignali has remained hopeful to one day return to
society as a contributing member, and has conducted himself accordingly.

Today, Mr. Vignali remains most fortunate in that throughout his ordeal, he has not lost the care of
his loving family who anxiously await his return. Upon his anticipated release, you can be most
assured that Mr. Vignali will continue to have this unmitigated support as he would be returning to
work in the family business, a business that has been a mainstay in the local community for more than
30 years.

It is my sincerest hope that you will appreciate this appeal on behalf of Mr. Carlos A. Vignali Jr.- a
young man who once erred and who today would greatly appreciate a second chance to rejoin his
loved ones as a resident of our great City, Los Angeles.

F"ncerel

MIKE HERNANDEZ, Councilmember
First District CLINTON LIBRARY

aVa¥nalm
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CLINTON LIBRARY
RODHAM & FINE, P.A. PHOTOCOPY

FAX COVER SHEET

DATE: DECEMBER 21, 2000
TO: DAWN

% BRUCE LINDSEY
FROM: HUGH RODHAM
FAX NO:
RE: CARLOS VIGNALL JR.
DAWN,

ENCLOSED PLEASE FIND A COPY OF THE LETTER WE DISCUSSED.

WE ARE TRANSMITTING__2__ PAGE(S) INCLUDING THIS COVER PAGE. 1F THERE ARE ANY
DIFFICULTIES, PLEASE CONT/\FT RODHAM & FINE, P.A., AT
i

THIS FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION tONTAIN S CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION INTENDED ONLY FOR THE
USE OF THE ADDRESSEE [DEN]L(FlED ABOVE. IF YOU ARE NOT THE ADDRESSEE, ANY COPYING,
DISTRIBUTION OR DISCLOSURE OF THE CONTENTS HEREOF IS PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE
"RECEIVED THIS TRANSMISSION BY MISTAKE, KINDLY NOTIFY US BY TELEPHONE IMMEDIATELY
SO THAT WE CAN MAKE AKRANGEMENTS FOR THE RETURN AND DESTRUCTION OF THE
TRANSMISSION e




W+ MORVIS CORVIS l PHONE NO, © 213 748 B332 Dec. 20 2688 84:13FPM P2

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
CQUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

T4 CHETH Mt Mt OF MORSATIITION L% MGALID, CALFOPMAA S | C79) -1 CLINTON LIBRARY

GLORIA MOLINA PHOTOCOPY
SUPERVISOR, FIRET DISTRICT

December 20, 2000

The Honorable Willlam J. (Clinton
Pregiden! of the Unhed 8izins
1600 Penpsyivania Avenue NW
Waeshington, DC 20500

Desr Presdont Clinton:

| respectiully request your asrious comslderation for the commutation of the sentencs of
Carlog Vignati. Jr. (Case No. 02788-112). While | usually do not writa lsttars In suppart of
indnvidusle 1 do not ki personaly, | am making this request because | do know
Mr. Vignali's family and have raviewed Nig case carefully. What | hava leamed Is that
Mr. Vignali is young man who mads a mistaks in hic Ife and Is immensely remorseful snd
has dermanstratsd a genure interest to re-join the community.

While a natve of Californda, Mr. Vignali was conviciad of drug passesslan and ilegal sale of
narcotics in the Minns Federal District Court. Curently, he Is sarving 2 14 year,
7 month sentencs at FPC Nallis, Nevada.

According 1o a Decomber| 8, 2000 Unitad States Department of Justice Federal Bureau of
Prizona’ Progress Report. Mr. Vignali has had, "outstanding institutional adjustmant to data
and has maintzined clear conduct as well a8 outstanding wark evaluations. The report
further slates that Mr. Vignali has worked very hard 1o improve himsal¥f by compisting his
General Educational Deveiopment Program. As a wotker, tha mport describes
Mr. Vignali as an ‘cut;tdnd‘mg workar who doss aupsrior work and needs littls or no
suparvision.  His detdil supervisors Indicate that he handies himsel in 8 professional
manner and le a dedicated individual who takes inftiative In evarything he does.* The report
describes a young man y and able to retum as a productive member of our sociaty.

Mr. Vignali comas frem 3 lpving and caring family who is raady to help his transition back to
society. Thank you for your careful consideration of this case.

|

Supervisor, First District
GMMSp
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Office of ' 3424 Los Angeles
Archdiocese of Los Angeles the Archbishop Wilshlire Califoenia
(213)637-7288 ) Boulevard S0010-2241

December 1 1, 2000

" The Honorable William J. Clinton - D ' oo
President of the United States
Washington, D.C. 20500

Re: Carlos Vignali, Jr.
Dear President Clinton:

I am writing to support the request to commute the sentence of Carlos Vignali, Jr. (02786-112).
While I do not personally know Carlos Vignali, Jr., I know his family and his family’s friends
who have sharcd with me the details of his arrest, trial, and conviction.

Mr. Vignali's was convicted of drug possession and the 1llegal sale of narcotics in the Minnesota
Federal District Court. However, prior to his conviction, he had no criminal record or arrcsts.
Mr. Vignali's family remains highly disturbed by a number of factors which influenced his trial
and believe that when Carlos, Jr. loaned money to a fricnd, he unwittingly became connected
with a narcotics ring. It is my understanding that neither drugs nor drug money was found in
Carlos Vignali, Jr.’s possession. Notwithstanding these mitigating factors, he was sentenced to
fourteen years and scven months in federal prison.

Throughout his incarceration, Carlos Vignali, Jr. has been a model prisoner, received his General
Equivalency Diploma (“GED™), and was honored as “Student Of The Ycar”. He has a “zero”
Security Point Level and has maintained a clear record with no Incident Reports.

The granting of clemency to Carlos Vignah, Jr. 1s worthy of your consideration. His relatives, a
very respected, active and well-known Latino family, are committed to assist Carlos, Jr. to again
beeome a contributing member of socicty.

Thanking you for your review and consideration, and with every best wish, Tam

Sincerely yoursyin Ghrist,
<
-+
t%s Pminence
Cardinal Roger Mahony
Archbishop of Los Angeles

cb CLINTON LIBRARY
PHOTOCOPY

Pastoral Regions:  Our Lady of the Angels  San Fernando San Gabnel Sani’edro Santa Bark
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@ounty of Los Angeles
Sherifl's Bepartment Hradguarters
4700 Ramona Boulevard

ifornia 81754- 2169
Monterey 1?2?3%’50212!5100 | '

SHERMAN BLOCK. SHERYFY

November 1, 1996

Ms. Joan L. White

U.S. Probation Officer

600 Federal Courts Building
316 North Robert Street

St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-1423

Dear Ms. White:
RE: Inmate Carlos A. Vignali #02786-112

Mr. Carlos C. Vignali, the father of inmate Carlos A. Vignali, contacted me indicating
that be hopes that his son can be transferred to a Federal Correctional Institution in the
State of California, preferably in Lompoc.

Mr. Vignali, a highly respected businessman, cooperated with the injtial investigation that
enabled Sheriff’s Department investigators to arrest his son for the offenses he was
convicted of. This level of cooperation is rare and it reflects very highly on Mr. Vignali’s
integrity. That is why.I am writing this letter.

Mr. Vignali and his family believe that their son, a first-time offender, would beaefit
significantly with more visitation on their part. Moreover, Mr. Vignali's father is unable
to travel lengthy distances. : '

Mr. Vignali recognizes that the priorities and policies of the Federal Corrections
Department are important and must be followed. Within these guidelines, your assistance
to Mr. Vignali’s request will help the Vignali family remain close to one another and
should belp inmate Vignali lead a crime-free life once he is released from custody.

The Vignali famﬂymvmyfearfulofmeinma:cpowlaﬁonpecrinﬂncnoconmeirson
and believe that frequent visits to him will enable them to better monitor his progress in

A Tradition ¢ Service
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Ms. Joan L. White ' -2- November 1, 1996

serving his debt to society. Moreover, the Vignali family has been severely-traumatized
by their son’s offenses and conviction. The move closer to them will ensure their family
strength and assist in their healing.

Thank you for your consideration of Mr. Vignali's request.

Sincerely,

e \&nc&.

LEROY D. BACA, CIIEF
FIELD OPERATIONS REGIUN I
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